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Romney’s second national call day -n event where volunteers worked the phones, called friends, family and business associates 1o build up donations for Romney's
presidential bid. Asked whather the passengers reimbursed him, Gardner replisd no, ‘1 just paid for it.™

The sxticles quotes several election law and campeign finance experts who stals thet this $150,000 payment by Mr. Gardner sppears 1o be m illegal in-kind consribution %
the Romney campaign. Whils thare is a $1,000 parsonal travel examption for individuals under faderal lew, this expanditure by Mr. Gerdner is $1459,000 in eacess of that
limit (sssusming he has not already used his exemption for other voluseer travel for the Romasy campaign). In any cass, the personal vohmtesr exsmption doas not allow
for the payment of other person's travel.

Officials of the Ronmey campaign are quated in the article as sckowledging snd definding the $150.000 expendicure by Mr. Gardner, 30 the Romney campaig hes
ovidently knowingly meosived thia illegal eontribution. Romney campaign officials ars quoted in the article as saying that federsl law allows personal peyment for travel to s
findraiser, but that is only trus if the individual is sttending the event as & donor, not whers, as heve, the individuals are being transported at hugs expenss by a campaign
agent and sre serving ss campeign workers st the event. Nothing in foderal law allows an individual ©© spend nndreds of thousands of his monay 1o transpart individuala
10 2 campaign headquarters to make phons calls for & campaign, knock on doors, or otherwise provide voluntoer services at only one individual's personal expenss.

A Boson Globe aticle of January 14, 2007 (see attachment #2) details & siniler "national call day* by the Romney campaign in January of this year. In light of the fact
that parsoms flow 0 Boston from around the Unised States for this January telephone calling program, and thet Romney officials sre quoted in the Salt Lake Tribune srticle
a8 spproving the payment of charter flights by individuals, rather than by the campaign, 10 such events, the FEC should flrther investigate whether other i.ndividuals or
corporations mads other impemuissible or excessive inkind contributions for travel to the Juns call dey svent OR the Jerusry event.

‘The sbove information is trus to nry knowledge and belief.
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Did Utahn violate contribution laws by paying for Romney volunteers'
flight to Boston?

By Thomas Burr

The Salt Lake Tribune

Article Last Updated: 06/29/2007 09:36:10 AM MDT

WASHINGTON - A Utah supporter of Mitt Romney's White House bid chartered a jet to fly
150 people to & Boston campaign fundeaiser - a possible illegal campaign contribution, experts
|y.

Kem Gardner, a close friend of Romney, told The Salt Lake Tribune this week that he
personally paid $150,000 to charter a Jet Blue plane to fly the Utahns to Boston for Romney’s
second national call day - an event where volunteers worked the phones, called friends, family
and business associates to build up donations for Romney’s presidential bid.

Asked whether the passengers reimbursed him, Gardner replied no, "1 just paid for it."

Federal Blection Commission rules allow a donor to travel to a fundraiser at his or her own
cost, but since the people in this case were actually flying to an event and then volunteering to
raise money for a campaign, a payment of their travel by a private person may violate the
election rules, experts say.

"It would certainly seem the cost of the flight would constitute an in-kind contribution,” says
Paul Ryan, the FEC program director and associate legal counsel at the nonpartisan, nonprofit
Campaign Legal Center in Washington.

the nature of the Boston event allowed them to fly supporters to the east coast.

Campaign finance authorities say that federal law limits the amount a person can contribute to a
presidential campaign to $2,300 and Gardner has already contributed that amount to Romney's
campaign. While the volunteers could have paid their own way to get to Boston or the
campaign could have footed the bill, they say Gardner cannot simply pay the tab to shuttle
volunteers across the country to a campaign event.

"It's hard to see how it would not be an illegal contribution,” says Anthony Corrado, a
professor of government at Colby College in Maine who specializes in campaign finances.

Gardner, however, says he doesn't believe there is a problem with him paying for the flight.
"They don't care how you get there," he said this week.
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Benjamin Ginsberg, counsel to Romney's campaign, szys there are two "very important and
crucial distinctions” in this case. The law is clear that there are differences between a political

event and a findraising event and the travel arrangements and expenses of participants, he said.

"Federal election law permits donors and supporters o pay for their own transportation and
lodging costs when attending out-of-town federal candidate fundraising events,” Ginsberg said.
"Most importantly, this travel was arranged between individuals acting on their own.”

Ginsberg adds that the FEC doesn't include people traveling to campaign fimdraising events as
part of any in-kind contribution rules. "Federal law requires a federal campaign to pay for travel
costs only if an individual is a campaign traveler who is traveling on behalf of a candidate or
political committee,” he said.

An e-mail obtained by The Tribune laid out the plan for the chartered flight and asked each
pessenger to front $200 10 "hold" a seat. It was unclear whether that money was returned, but
Gardner said he paid for the flight.

Romney's campaign said other campaigns should be asked whether they believe the cost of
travel for a donor to go to a fundraiser is an in-kind contribution.

A lawyer for a Republican competitor responded that, "As a standard procedure the cost of
donors attending fundraising dinners, is not an in-kind contribution. However, the campaign
must pay for or account for travel by persons working on behalf of the campaign.”

"The ‘however’ argument absolutely proves my point,” countered Kevin Madden, spokesman
for Romney's campaign. "These contributors were attending a finance event that was clearly
and explicitly a fundraising event. The law is clear and its application to this fundraising event
is exact.”

Ryan of the Campaign Legal Center says the campaign has a way out of the situation, by
paying Gardner back for the cost of the jet charter.

The Campaign Legal Center is headed by Trevor Potter, the legal counsel for Romney’s 2008
rival, Sen. John MoCain, R-Ariz. But Potter is not participating in any presidential race activity
or issue, according to the center.

tburr@shtrib.com
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Mitt, be nimble
By Joff Jaosby,
Boston Globe Coluemmint
Jamuary 14, 2007

MITT ROMNEY lsunched his four-year term a8 govemnor of Magsachugstts with an insugural address that pronounced state government *slow, burssucrstic, snd
disconmected” and declared that uader his lendership there would instead be a "resligament toward the simble and inventive."

R waenl exactly grest oratory. (Romaey's main example of & nimble and inventive organiastion was, of all things, Al Qasda ) It wesa't grest prophesy, either. Four years
ister, Massachuselis state government is pretty much the same siow, buresucratic, and disconnscted behemath it was in 2003. It takes more thas 2 lons Republican goversor
o change & politienl cuiturs as drasry s the one eatrenched in the everwheimingly Democratio Massschusstis Stale Houss.

luhhhmuﬂhuhdmﬂud’lnmmﬂnhmmmm has made it clear thet when it comes 1o
simble md inventive mansuvering, hefll be the sandidete 10 beat.

Last Moaday, the Romucy campaign held its first major fund-raising event, a high-powered call-a-thon that pulled In $6.5 millien. It
demolished not enly the modern record for Iﬂnldouﬂo-nbdhuhﬂedly.nthnnﬂ'-dwhnunﬂpm
can be. Instead of inviting several hundred supporters to a $1,000-a-head dinner, Romaey invited several hundred political and
m-m::--hnmmcwmrmmm«mmumm-mmmm-uwam
werking their Rolodexes and dialing for doliars. Unlike a typieal boller-room operation rum out of a hole-in-the-wall, Romney's
"National Call Day” was staged in a glant convention center, with old and new media on hand to record all the action,

All in all, it was & remarkable display of smerts and organizstion. It suggested, as Boston blogger Desn Bamneit put it, "that the Romney cenpaign, like his business career,
will be marked by imnovation. . . . As he hes done throughow his career, Mit Romney will build a better mousstrap.”

As eves balter tast of Romasy's nimblensss came just two daya later, in the form of s video sncaymously posted on HYPERLINK “hatpc//youtube.com/™ 4 *_new”
youtube.com . & showed clips of Romney debeting Ted Keanedy during their 199¢ Senste race — clips that showsd how avidly Romasy bad portrayed hisself as a social
beral when he first ran for offies in Massachussits. From stsunchly defanding sbortion rights 1o dissvewing Ronald Reagan, Romney come acvoss back then as snything but
the waabashed conssrvative he is nnning as today.

‘The campaign’s responss was immediate, decisive — and very 21t csntury. Within hours, Romasy did aa interview with blogosphere eminence Glenn Reynolds snd his
wife, Helen, who asked him point-blank to explain “this YouTube video from 1954 showing you as & flip-flopper. ® Thay posted Romney’s answer on Instapundis, their
populer blog. Ia addition, a video of Rommney arisply responding to the Reynoidess wes s00m up on the campaiga’s website — and on YouTube as well. Whatever one thinks
of Romasy's political views, his campaiga is setting new standards for responsivenass, savvy, and speed.

But Romaey knows tht high-isch agility ot getting out his messags witimetely counts for nothing if that message is rejected by volers. As a Senats candidase in 1994,
Romaey was at paing to portray hirssif ss a fiberal RINO - a Republican in Name Ounly, smartly ssluting Roe v. Wads and declaring that he would do more for gay rights
then Ted Kennady.

"Inhibited by & fear of being (gaspl) controversial,” 1 wrote at the time, Romuney “is tiptosing through his campaign, determined 10 emit no "shockaers’ and antegoniss s
voters.” Volers dida’t buy his act, sad Romasy lost in a landslide — even as Republican Governor Bill Weld, ranning hard on an agenda of tax cuts, capital punishment, and
workfiwe, was re clecied in & cakowalk.

Romney's very public migration rightward over the last fow years is & different kind of act, one intended not 1o hids his real views bt 10 liberate them. In 1994, Romney
sruck me a8 an exraordinarily bright, talented, and decent men ~ and a political necplyts who fell for the canard thet the only wey & conservative could win in
Massachuseiia was by passing for liberal.

Thirtess years later, Rommney is whare he should have besn all slong. Yas, it ook some ep-dancing and artflil dodging 1o get from thers 1o here, and some voters will wonder
which Mit Rommney, the 1994 edition or the ans on offer today, is the real deal. Can be put thoss doubts to rest? If be's going 10 win his party’s nomnisation, he'll have to.




